A medical author called Brahmadeva was one of Dalhana's sources when he started writing his Nibandhasamgraha on the susrutasamhita, as is explicitly states at the beginning of that commentary, where Jejjata is mentioned as a tikakara, Gayadasa and Bhaskara as authors of a panjika, and both Madhava and Brahmadeva as writers of a tippana.
Apart from this first occurrence of the name of Brahmadeva, at least eighteen references to and quotations from his were included in the Nibandhasamgraha1. Some interesting facts emerge from a survey of these relics of Brahmadeva's tippana on the susrutasamhita.
Firstly, his readings sometimes differed from those accepted by other commentators (1, 2, 7, 8, 9, 13) or were even rejected (1 and 2 were rejected by Gayadasa; 7 was rejected by Jejjata and others).
Secondly, his explanations might differ from those proposed by others (2, Though six out of seventeen reference could not yet be traced and one11 is less relevant to our purpose, the fact that the remaining ten were incorporated in Dalhana's Nibandhasamgraha, usually without specifying their origin, warrants the conclusion that they derive from Brahmadeva's commentary on the Susrutasamhita and not from a commentary on the siddha yoga. This conclusion is corroborated by taking into account the fact that in those cases where the Vyakhyakusumavali quotes Brahmadeva the pertinent verses are rather frequently from the Susrutasamhita, though also, but rarely, from the Carakasamhita.
The material collected shows that by far the greater part of the quotations from Brahmadeva belong to his commentary on the Susrutasamhita, while clues pointing to his having written a commentary on the Siddhayoga are entirely absent.
The above data give rise to some consequences for the determination of Brahmadeva's date and his indentity 12 As almost nothing was known with any certainty about Gayadasa's date, except that he is later than Jejjata whom he quotes an earlier than Vijayalaksita and Dalhana who quote him 18 , the evidence that he lived before Brahmadeva is not insignificant, for this corroborates D. Ch. Bhattacharyya's opinion that Gayadasa, being quoted by Cakrapanidatta, preceded the latter. 19 All the evidence, taken together, in my opinion establishes that Brahmadeva was later than Gayadasa and earlier than Cakrapanidatta.
Notes
